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Estimates of sandeel biomass from complementary methodologies reveal changes in apparent stock size due to sandeel behaviour

Rationale and aim
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Between 700,000 and a million tonnes of sandeels (Ammodytes marinus) are landed each year from the North Sea. Sandeel
stocks are currently assessed at a coarse spatial scale using landings and effort data. Development of effective fisheries-
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independent sampling methods for sandeels is key to understanding spatio-temporal variability in sandeel distribution and _#y N eeER——
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Strength (Flgure 3) Figure I: Calculating estimated sandeel biomass and dredge efficiency.
: Sources of error in acoustic estimation were taken from Simmonds et al. (1992).°
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Figure 3: Sensitivity of acoustic biomass to key sources of variability

The Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Aquaculture Science (CEFAS), Lowestoft Laboratory, Pakefield Road, Lowestoft, Suffolk NR33 OHT, UK. *email: k.turner@cefas.co.uk http://www.cefas.co.uk © Crown Copyright 2002



